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happened to those men. Have they been
executed? Are there mass graves? Are
they in the custody of Serbs?

So the Serbs are moving back, in the-
ory, or moving back into Serbia, but
many questions remain.

But a very important thing has hap-
pened here, Mr. Chairman. The ranking
member has informed me that the
President has called just a few minutes
ago and said, in response to our con-
cerns, that he is not going to spend any
readiness money on reconstruction or
on peacekeeping operations, but that
he will come to us with a supplemental
appropriations request.

Mr. Chairman, I yield, and I would
like the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON) to make that clear.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, yes, I
will restate what the President told me
just briefly a few moments ago. First is
that he fully intends to ask for a sup-
plemental from the Congress for peace-
keeping.

Second, after I raised the matter of
timeliness with him, he said he fully
intends to ask for it well before Sep-
tember 30.

Third, he said it is not his intent to
use any readiness funds that we are au-
thorizing and appropriating for peace-
keeping.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, re-
claiming my time, I thank the gen-
tleman for the clarification, and I hope
he will work with me and other mem-
bers on both sides who are concerned
about getting our ammunition stocks
back to where they need to be. I know
the gentleman knows they are very low
right now.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield, that is the reason
I left section B out of my amendment.
It has always been my intent that
there should be a supplemental request
and now, of course, fortunately, it is
just for peacekeeping as opposed to
both combat and peacekeeping.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I think
that makes very, very clear the point
of the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. SPENCE), which was that the
President had put nothing for peace-
keeping in this defense bill. So the log-
ical deduction was that any peace-
keeping, absent a supplemental, had to
come out of ammunition, had to come
out of readiness; and that is something
that would have disserved the country.

I appreciate the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON) for explaining the
President’s recent statement.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, there is
no doubt that the underlying bill is worthy of
support. However, the language contained
within, which prohibits funds from being uti-
lized for Kosovo operations next year, will de-
stroy the faith in the peace accords that were
just yesterday agreed to.

Section 1006, as drafted by the Republican
majority, will prohibit any funding authorized
under this act from being used for the current
NATO operations in Kosovo. While almost im-
possible to enforce and monitor, this section
has a demoralizing effect upon the morale and
welfare of our troops engaged in the NATO

operations. This section is completely unnec-
essary and sends the wrong message to our
allies and troops. I applaud Congressman
SKELTON’s efforts to strike this language.

The insidious language built into this bill is
there for the purpose to embarrass the Presi-
dent and his efforts to broker peace in the Bal-
kans.

As this operation was conducted on the
basis of coalition forces, it is absolutely essen-
tial that American forces participate without
any hesitation. This spending ‘‘road block’’
may prevent military peace keeping planners
and commanders from placing necessary
equipment in place to do the job and do it
right.

Mr. Chairman, I can appreciate that many
may fear that this unforeseen operation would
place extra burdens on our troops. I can also
appreciate that the President must be re-
minded that he should not pay for this oper-
ation out of hide. But by pinching off this ar-
tery of military funding, we are removing the
flexibility of our commanders to make deploy-
ment decisions based on practical military and
peace keeping operations. That is irrespon-
sible.

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, I do not under-
stand the rhetoric on this debate about the
need to ‘‘protect the funding of our military.’’ I
would ask my colleagues in opposition to sim-
ply read the amendment. That is precisely
what Mr. SKELTON’s amendment does—it asks
that the President return to this body to seek
additional funds for Kosovo operations.

Additionally, I do not understand the rhetoric
over ‘‘winning’’ or ‘‘losing’’ in terms of Oper-
ation Allied Force. There was no real victory—
thousands of Kosovars have been killed in a
Serbian campaign of genocide—and there
was no real defeat—Belgrade has capitulated
and accepted the peace accords that will bring
a durable armistice to the Kosovo region. In-
deed what we do have is success—the suc-
cess of President Clinton and his leadership,
the success of NATO, and the success of a
measured response—air power—to a complex
situation that was engineered by a now in-
dicted war criminal, Yugoslavian President,
Milosevic. My dear colleagues, let us not turn
this success into failure.

Mr. Chairman, by passing the Skelton
amendment, Congress will send two strong
messages: First—we let our NATO allies know
that our full resources are behind the peace
accord 1000 percent. Second—we let the Ad-
ministration know of our strong concern to not
let this peace keeping operation further de-
grade the readiness of our military. The Presi-
dent should return to Congress for an Emer-
gency Supplemental next year to pay for this
peace accord and our role within it. Mr. Chair-
man, let’s choose leadership over fear and
pass the Skelton Amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general
debate has expired.

It is now in order to consider the last
five amendments printed in part A of
House Report 106–175 which shall be
considered in the following order:
Amendment No. 17 offered by the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR),
Amendment No. 18 offered by the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER),
Amendment No. 19 offered by the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
Amendment No. 20 offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Mrs. FOWLER),

and Amendment No. 21 offered by the
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
SHAYS), the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. FRANK), the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROHRABACHER), the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CONDIT),
the gentleman from California (Mr.
BILBRAY), the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. FOLEY) or the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. UPTON).

It is now in order to consider Amend-
ment No. 17 printed in House Report
106–175.
AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. TAYLOR OF

MISSISSIPPI

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Part A amendment No. 17 offered by Mr.
TAYLOR of Mississippi:

At the end of title XII (page 317, after line
17), insert the following new section:

SEC. ll. OPERATIONS IN THE FEDERAL REPUB-
LIC OF YUGOSLAVIA.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) Article I, section 8 of the United States
Constitution provides that: ‘‘The Congress
shall have Power To . . . provide for the
common Defence . . . To declare War. . . To
raise and support Armies . . . To provide and
maintain a Navy . . . To make Rules for the
Government and Regulation of the land and
naval Forces . . .’’.

(2) On April 28, 1999, the House of Rep-
resentatives by a vote of 139 to 290, failed to
agree to House Concurrent Resolution 82,
which, pursuant to section 5(c) of the War
Powers Resolution, would have directed the
President to remove United States Armed
Forces from their positions in connection
with the present operations against the Fed-
eral Republic of Yugoslavia.

(3) In light of the failure to agree to House
Concurrent Resolution 82, as described in
paragraph (2), Congress hereby acknowledges
that a conflict involving United States
Armed Forces does exist in the Federal Re-
public of Yugoslavia.

(b) GOALS FOR THE CONFLICT WITH YUGO-
SLAVIA.—Congress declares the following to
be the goals of the United States for the con-
flict with the Federal Republic of Yugo-
slavia:

(1) Cessation by the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia of all military action against the
people of Kosovo and termination of the vio-
lence and repression against the people of
Kosovo.

(2) Withdrawal of all military, police, and
paramilitary forces of the Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia from Kosovo.

(3) Agreement by the Government of the
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to the sta-
tioning of an international military presence
in Kosovo to ensure the peace.

(4) Agreement by the Government of the
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to the uncon-
ditional and safe return to Kosovo of all ref-
ugees and displaced persons.

(5) Agreement by the Government of the
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to allow hu-
manitarian aid organizations to have
unhindered access to these refugees and dis-
placed persons.

(6) Agreement by the Government of the
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to work for
the establishment of a political framework
agreement for Kosovo which is in conformity
with international law.

(7) President Slobodan Milosevic will be
held accountable for his actions while Presi-
dent of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia in


